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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)[J objected to by the Examiner. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted 
on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant 
for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall 
have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the 
international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such 
treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1, 5-8, 10, 12-19, 28, 30-32, and 44-56 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being inherently anticipated by Doval et al, (US Pat. No. 6,476,834 Bl). 

In regard to claims 1 and 28, Doval discloses a method for software control, 
comprising: displaying a graphic representing a set of one or more computer fimction 
(Fig. 2, col. 4, lines 4-10) on a portion of touch-sensitive screen (130), wherein the touch- 
sensitive screen is coupled to at least one processor (110) to detect and interpret contact 
with the screen; detecting a first sequence of one or more contacts caused by a user 
drawing a first drawing with a user-controlled object on the portion of the screen (Fig. 3, 
col. 5, lines 57-60); matching the first sequence to a particular action in a set of actions 
(see Fig. 4); performing the particular action; detecting a second sequence of one or more 
contacts caused by the user drawing a second drawing with the user-controlled object on 
the portion of the screen; matching the second sequence to a second action in a set of 
actions; performing the second action; wherein the visual appearance of the graphic is the 
same when the user commences drawing the first drawing and commences drawing the 
second drawing (Figs. 2 -4). 
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In regard to claims 5 and 44, Doval teaches that the sequence of contacts is 
applied within an area that is smaller than an area of the graphic discloses (Fig. 1). 

In regard to claims 6 and 45 Doval showed first drawing is an alphabet character 
(Fig. 2, col. 4, lines 16-17). 

In regard to claims 7-8 and 46-47, Dovel teaches the sequence includes a gesture 
that is that is in any shape (circle-rectangle and other shapes (col. 4, lines 35-40). 

In regard to claims 10 and 48, Doval teaches that performing the particular action 
includes a set of graphics to user on the screen and the graphics provides a plurality of 
user-selectable software options (Fig. 2, col. 4, lines, 50-60). 

In regard to claims 12-15 and 49-52, Dovel teaches the particular action 
corresponds to transmitting data by generating a signal at radio frequency (col.l, lines 61- 
66). Dovel also teaches that the methods is capable of running on any general purpose 
writing-input device or computer system or computer controlled GUI that have the ability 
to present multimedia and/or virtual information and in an alternative. 

In regard to claims 16-19 and 53-56, Doval teaches that a particular action 
corresponds to transmitting data by a radio frequency (col. 1, lines 61-67). Doval 
discloses a CPU (110) can be connected (1 12) via a network adaptor (177) to connect the 
system (100) to the network (111) (col. 3, lines 58-64) and it is well known in the art the 
radiation emitter is coupled to wireless network such as a computer, telephone network. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
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the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 20, 22-26 and 57-62 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Doval et al. in view of Eagle (US Pat. No. 6,226,739 Bl). 

In regard to claims 22-26 and 57-60, Doval does not teach the method performing 
an "operating system function includes deleting one or more software applications from a 
memory of the handheld computer. 

However, Eagle teaches a method and computer program for palm-type device 
(handheld computer) which the method includes deleting one or more software 
apphcations from a memory including the software from a RAM (col. 2, lines 5-30) all 
application program other than application programs required to support the device 
operating system to receive the global software distribution package and loading the 
received global software distribution package into the now available device RAM. 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to utilize the method of Eagle in the method of Doval et al. to 
provide a method and program operable on the personal handheld computer through a 
global software distribution package and transmittable over the world wide web. 

In regard to claims 61 and 62, those skill in the art knows the computer memory 
include, but are not limited to, an electronic memory, deleting one or more software 
application from a memory that is readable by an a magnetic memory reader and an 
optical memory reader. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ali Zamani whose telephone number is (703) 308-6414. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 
p.m. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard A. Hjerpe, can be reached on (703) 305-4709. 
Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, DC 20231 

or faxed to: 

(703) 872-9314 (for Technology Center 2600 only) 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal 
Drive, Arlington, VA, Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Technology Center 2600 Customer Service Office 
whose telephone number is (703) 306-0377. 




Ali Zamani 

September 22, 2003 RiCrlARD HJZftPE 

SUPERVISORY B^^^^^R 



